IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 

v. ) Ruling and Protective Order: 

) Government MRE 505(j)(2) Alternative 

Manning, Bradley E. ) 

PFC, U.S. Army, ) 

HHC, U.S. Army Garrison, ) 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall ) DATED: 

Fort My er, Virginia 22211 ) 


(U) Findings of Fact and the Law: 

(U) Military Rule of Evidence (MRE) 505(j) (2012) governs the introduction of classified 
information into evidence at trial. 


(b)(i)(B 



(U) The Court finds that the information in the above paragraph is properly classified under 
Executive Order 13526 and MRE 505. The properly classified information is referenced herein 
as "specified classified information." 

(U) The Government presented evidence that use of the original document at trial may result in 
disclosure of the specified classified information. 

(U) Conclusions of Law: 

(U) MRE 505(j)(2) permits the Court to authorize use of a copy as an alternative "to prevent 
unnecessary disclosure of classified information." See MRE 505(j)(2). The Government 
established good cause for use of an alternative document because use of the original could 
disclose classified information. The Court issues this protective order to authorize the use of the 
alternative and to preclude identification of the specified classified information. 

(U) IT IS ORDERED: 

1. (U) Both parties shall use at trial the alternative identified in Enclosure 3 of the Government's 
31 May 2013 motion as a substitute for Enclosure 2 of the same motion or any other related 
evidence. Neither party shall use at trial Enclosure 2 or any other variation of the Government's 
31 May 2013 motion. 


2. (U) Neither party identify nor elicit testimony regarding the specified classified information 
during an open session of trial. Neither party shall discuss the specified classified information 
with any witness without a security clearance. Neither party shall isolate, highlight, nor 
reference the specified classified information during an open session of trial. 

3. (U) The original document and the alternative are both classified. Based on the Original 
Classification Authority's determination, the alternative will be marked for classification at the 
conclusion of trial. Both documents will be sealed pursuant to the Court's omnibus sealing order 
at the conclusion of the trial. 

4. (U) Neither party may publicly identify the subject matter that serves as the basis of this the 
Government's 31 May 2013 motion and this protective order. 

(U) ORDERED, this day of 2013. 


DENISE R. LIND 
COL, JA 

Chief Judge, 1st Judicial Circuit 


